Random-Effect Estimates
In the paper, we have focused on fixed-effect estimates. In this technical appendix, we show that the main results of table 3 are robust to the econometric specification with random effects. It is shown in table A1 that the coefficients of the logarithm of the plot cropped area (in a regression model with random effects) remains significantly negative with slightly larger absolute values. In the two regressions presented in that table, the Hausman's specification test favors the model with fixed effects.
Sharecropping and Fixed Rent
In the sample of plots with positive output, we find that 8,908 plots are cropped by owners and 1,796 plots are managed by tenants (under sharecropping and fixed rent). We decided to keep only the observations of owners in order to avoid incentive issues. To ensure that this decision is not affecting our results, we reproduced in table A2 the regressions from table 3 using the entire sample. The results remained the same, with only slight differences in magnitude.
Accounting for Plots with Zero Output
The log-linear specification adopted in the paper determines that some observations are lost due to the fact that the output per acre for some plots is zero. Plots with reported zero output are likely to be plots under rotation or temporarily abandoned. They should not be included in the analysis unless we impute their production level based on their observed characteristics. Table A3 presents the same exercises depicted in table 3, replacing the zeros with the expected output per acre obtained through a regression of the level of per acre output on the value of land, plot size, soil type dummies and village dummies. Our main results remained qualitatively identical.
Variance Decomposition of Main Variables
The empirical strategy of the paper is based on the use of a large number of fixed effects (268 or 2,633 depending on the specification) to account for nonobserved characteristics of the households.
The sample in table 3, on the other hand, is comprised by 8,906 observations. Table A4 presents ANOVA results for the main variables and shows that, despite the fixed effects, there is still reasonable variation to be captured by other variables.
Considering the logarithm of per acre output, panel (i) shows that only 23% of the variation is due to farmer fixed effects. For the case of farmer-season fixed effects, this amount is 57%. Thus, there is more than 40% of variation to be explained by other variables. Panels (ii) and (iii) present the variance decomposition for plot size and total area cropped, respectively. Farmer fixed effects and farmer-season fixed effects account for less than 50% of the variation in all cases. Table 4 shows that the inverse relationship holds true within households with a fixed number of adults. The idea of the test is to check whether the intrahousehold allocation of managerial resources is affecting the results, which it is not the case. Another dimension that could be considered in a similar vein is the gender composition of the households. However, table A5 shows that there is a strong and systematic relationship between the number of adults and gender composition. Thus, it is not possible to disentangle number of adults from gender composition. For instance, 61% of the households with only one adult are headed by a woman and 99% of the twoadult households are male-female couples. Note: Robust standard deviation (in parenthesis) account for the fact that farmers, rather than plots, are the primary sampling unit (* significant at 10%; ** significant at 5%; *** significant at 1%). Note: Robust standard deviation (in parenthesis) account for the fact that farmers, rather than plots, are the primary sampling unit (* significant at 10%; ** significant at 5%; *** significant at 1%). Fixed effects I refer to 275 household dummies; while fixed effects II refer to 2,733 dummy variables generated through the iteration of the household and period codes (household-village, year, and season). Note: Robust standard deviation (in parenthesis) account for the fact that farmers, rather than plots, are the primary sampling unit (* significant at 10%; ** significant at 5%; *** significant at 1%). Fixed effects I refer to 271 household dummies; while fixed effects II refer to 2,688 dummy variables generated through the iteration of the household and period codes (household-village, year, and season). 
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